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widely accepted among the common people, which claimed to
establish a date for the inauguration of the long-desired Kingdom
of God (77 fiaGileia rov 0sov). Apparently one such estimate
fixed the Great Day about the year a.d. 30, and it may be that
even then popular imagination still concentrated on the coming
Kingdom rather than on the Messiah : it was the Kingdom
which was preached both by John the Baptist and by Jesus.1
In the circles where Pharisaic teaching predominated., it
was held that the Messiah would be the son of David, as the
Prophets had foretold. The expression the reign of the house
of David was commonly used to denote the Messianic era.2
But it is not certain that the Rabbis believed in a secret survival
of the house of David somewhere, awaiting the hour of mani-
festation ; the term the house of David probably meant God's
chosen race, whom he would consider worthy to reign. The
common people, on the contrary, took the words literally, and
so did the compilers of the genealogies in Matthew and Luke.
Their only object was to link the son of Joseph the Carpenter
with David. The drastic precautionary measures which the
Flavians and the Antonines apparently took against the house
of David imply that they, too, took the words literally.3
There are hints, however, of other conceptions of Jahweh's
Anointed, which must be briefly examined. It may have been
during the rule of the Priestly family of the Hasmonasans that
the idea arose that the Messiah would spring from their house,
or at least from the tribe of Levi and not from that of Judah
from which David sprang. Certainly, whatever the date and
circumstances of its origin, the idea of the advent of a Messiah
of the tribe of Levi gained adherents in Israel, and no doubt
those of the priestly caste who were sympathetic to Messianism
found it most acceptable.
A curious document, published in 1910,4 relating to a
Jewish sect established at Damascus, which will form the
subject of a later chapter, contains the definite statement that
the Messiah will not be a scion of the house of David, but " a
priest of the race of Aaron and of Israel, who shall chastise all
those who rebel against the authority of the priesthood."* This
1 CCLXXXDI, 5 ff.	2 CCLXXV, 216.
3	Eusebius, H.E., iii. 12, tells of Vespasian's search for members of
the house of David ; Domitian seems to have followed his example (iii.
19-20), and later Trajan (iii. 32).    Cf. Michael the Syrian, vi. 3 (Chabot's
edit., i, 169&), on the searches and executions attributed to Vespasian,
4	Schechter, Documents of Jewish Sectaries, vol. i.    Fragments of a
Zadokite work, Cambridge, 1910.
6 Israel LeVy, Un ecrit sadduceen anterieur a la destruction du Temple,
REJ, April 1, 1911, 167.

